
Before the Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- May 18,  1966 

Appeal No. 8764 Jack and Harold p o l l i n ,  a p p e l l a n t s .  

The Zoning ~ d m i n i s t r a t o r  of t h e  ~ i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appe l l ee .  

On motion duly  made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  
t h e  fo l lowing  Order was en te red  a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on 
May 31, 1966. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER -- Nov. 25, 1966 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appea l  f o r  permiss ion t o  erect an apartment b u i l d i n g  
with  roof s t r u c t u r e s  i n  accordance wi th  t h e  p rov i s ions  of Sec t ion  
3308 and f o r  permission t o  use  basement and f i r s t  f l o o r  f o r  
bus ines s  and p r o f e s s i o n a l  o f f i c e  use  a t  460 Massachusetts  Avenue, 
NW., l o t s  31-34, 43-45, 841-846 i n c l u s i v e ,  847-851 i n c l u s i v e ,  866, 
867,872 and 873, square  517, be  gran ted .  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1) A p p e l l a n t ' s  p rope r ty  i s  l o c a t e d  i n  an SP D i s t r i c t .  

(2)  The a r e a  of a p p e l l a n t s '  l o t  i s  37,594.82 square  feet 
and it i s  proposed t o  erect a t e n  (10) s t o r y  b u i l d i n g  on t h e  s i t e ,  
which w i l l  occupy 24,458 square  f e e t .  

(3) The proposed b u i l d i n g  w i l l  con ta in  285 apar tments  and 
it i s  proposed t h a t  t h e  f i r s t  f l o o r  and t h e  basement be used f o r  
o f f i c e  space.  A t o t a l  of  11,900 square  f e e t  w i l l  be devoted t o  
o f f i c e  use .  

(4)  The proposed b u i l d i n g  w i l l  have roof s t r u c t u r e s  t o  house 
two s t a i r  penthouses and one penthouse which w i l l  house e l e v a t o r  
equipment, s t o r a g e  a r e a ,  res t rooms,  and a l i f e  guard a r e a .  There 
w i l l  b e  a swimming pool and sun t e r r a c e  on t h e  roo f .  

(5)  The roof a r e a  of t h e  proposed bu i ld ing  is  24,704.09 
square  f e e t .  The a r e a  of t h e  penthouses w i l l  be 6,271.80 square  
f e e t .  

(6) Appel lan ts  propose t o  provide 87 o f f - s t r e e t  parking 
spaces ,  43 i n  a garage and 44 on a parking deck. Seventy-seven 
spaces  a r e  r equ i r ed ,  70 being f o r  t h e  apar tments  and 7 f o r  t h e  
o f f i c e  use .  



(7) This appeal  was f i l e d  and heard under p lan  by Ber la  & 

A b e l ,  a r c h i t e c t s ,  drawings 8,9,  and 10 approved a s  noted by M r .  
Arthur P.  Davis, member of t h e  Board, on J u l y  7, 1966. 

( 8 )  The roof s t r u c t u r e s  w i l l  be cons t ruc ted  of m a t e r i a l  
i d e n t i c a l  in ,  appearance t o  t h a t  used on t h e  Massachusetts Avenue 
f ron tage  of t h e  bui ld ing .  

(9 )  No oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  g r a n t i n g  of t h i s  appeal  was r e g i s -  
t e r e d  a t  t h e  publ ic  hear ing.  The Department of Highways and 
T r a f f i c  o f f e r s  no ob jec t ion  t o  t h e  g ran t ing  of t h i s  appeal.  The 
Department s t a t e s  t h a t  i t s  approval " i s  sub jec t  t o  provis ions  of 
adequate o f f - s t r e e t  parking f a c i l i t i e s  wi th in  t h e  bu i ld ing  f o r  
persons having bus iness  a t  t h e  proposed p ro fess iona l  o f f i c e s  i n  
t h e  basement and f i r s t  f l o o r  of bui ld ing ."  

OPINION : 

The Board i s  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t h e  proposed SP p ro fess iona l  
o f f i c e  use of t h e  basement and t h e  f i r s t  f l o o r  of t h i s  proposed 
apartment bu i ld ing  w i l l  be i n  harmony with t h e  e x i s t i n g  uses  on 
neighboring o r  ad jacen t  proper ty  and w i l l  n o t  c r e a t e  any dangerous 
o r  o t h e r  ob jec t ionab le  t r a f f i c  condi t ions .  

The roof s t r u c t u r e s  of t h i s  proposed apartment bui ld ing  w i l l  
harmonize wi th  t h e  street f ron tage  of t h e  bu i ld ing  i n  a r c h i t e c t u r a l  
c h a r a c t e r ,  m a t e r i a l  and c o l o r .  The roof s t r u c t u r e s  a r e  i n  harmony w i t f  
t h e  purpose and i n t e n t  of t h e  Zoning Regulations and w i l l  n o t  tend t o  
a f f e c t  adverse ly  t h e  use of neighboring property.  

The Board r e t a i n s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over t h e  use of t h e  proposed 
bu i ld ing  by non-profi t  o rgan iza t ions  and chanceries .  


